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f A ILEA . 

J Congregation .ill Government 

■art, 

I 

I Aflemblies Petition, 

i AGAINST tt 

f Mr. John Saltmarsh. n 

f* Whcroh is' £ 

.„. Plainly difcovered, that in his± 

f** Reafias t^itiafi iln Dntiu '^<j*t 0/ Treil>yter),% 
_ under pmcnn; of oppofing tho jlftmlliii riiitisu, he - 
*" ilotH as much oppole the Conjireiationjll W.iy, and ft£»3 
about uttcrlymovcnlirciw.\ll Clwd'-G .^■rx■mt■r^^tJ ^iinijlfrf, 
htptifmtt and all CkitivlfOrdinjTicff whalfoevci ; aiij 
whollycot^wcn the AiilhorSty oCthc Crtif 
Afj^ifirjit ill all maiicrtot ndigioti 
AND, 
;The AITcmblics Petition vindtca.ed from his' 
' Exception!, by principles cnmrnm borh to rhi- Prc?iby- ■ 
tcfian And theCoiigrcsatiunall Way i thcic btinj; ni>thlng 
in lliat Petition but what is agreeable oa th« 
Piinciplesi»f both wayej. 

'■i^ijUtM mind ti^r f.imcihi'1^- 
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PuU^htd fcurdmg to Order. 

~ LOHhoU: ■ "^ 

fo .-TXiw "VndtrhiS at th« Biblcin Wtjotiliixet- ii^. 



CO 






■i.vcV^'t 



SIR, 

;£cting with ftvcrall of your bookcs abroad, and 
finding therein many things w^)i^h ^ou popofe 
againft the Presbyterians not to be (b warily pen- 
ncd as might be wiflied^ I cannot but wonder to fee 
your grounds and arguments folaid ^ that they wound your 
friends of the Congregationall-twiyjas well as the Presbyteri- 
ans whom you do oppofe 5 and that fo apparently that it'can-/-^ 
be diifembled : And though it may be, thought not (eafonable 
for them whofwith you) plead for Liberty, to oppofe you in 
that plea, yet you muft not think that they do in tneir confci- 
ences joyn with you in the Arguments that you produce , but 
look upon them as being no lefle deftrudive to their way then 
to the way of the Presbyterians, an^^do^ to favour of fuch a 
fpirit as is againft all Church Ga^i|ii|^^ Cenfiires, 

Church Officers, Church OrdinanceS^en l^ptifm it felf,and 
muft needs think by the Arguments here produced, thatyou 
do not beleeve there is any conftituted Churchy or Miniftry, or 
Ordinances in the word at all , or that any at all, either In- 
fants, or others Ihould ever be baptized. Give me leave there- 
fore to cseamine your grounds you go on , leaft under pretence 
ofoppoiing the Afleiiiblies Petition, you overthrow the very 
Foundations, which all, both of the Congregationall 8c Pres- 
byterian way, and whoever maintain a vifible Church and 
Miniftry >are equally ingaged to maintain, and dounanimoufr 
ly agree in, though in other things there may be difierences* 

You firft make a furious aflault upon the Miniftry, that they 
are hmfretendedTreibjterj becaufe ordained bfBiJhofSy p. i.Be- 
GZuCtthtir Or dinatim if perfonatt and JkcceJ[n/ey^. 2. jBecaufe not 
gifted the Affiles and Primitive Elders were , p. 4. becaufe £/- 
derjhif^thenwere infaBible , &c. p. $• ^« and the fame things re- 
peated, p. 15* x^. 17* And this is the maine drift of your 
whole book. 

Sir , thefe are things which we maft difclaim 5 principles 
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^at the GoneregAtioiiftll way can no more biook then the 
Presbyterian* It was a filemn prgftjfvm before God and aU the 
f^ofldy by the Brethren, the Authors of the Apologeticall Nar- 
" ration^p. 6. that not anj of them haianf other tbought^much lejje opr 
niony but that muhittidesofibt Affemblits and Parochial! Congregati" 
i»iTBf 'England Vfere the trueCbHrcbes and Bodj of Chrifiy andtht 
Mmifitry thereof a true Minifiery^ mmhleffe did it ever enter into 
their heartftojadge them Antichrifiian j and this notwichftaading 
the dif^ements which did then ckave to the trtte worjfip,of Gpdy or the 
m»^arranted powtr ofChurch^Goverfietirs exercijed therein.Knd they 
dlwayesdifclaim thatTeneAtasBrownifnieC which upon all 
occanons they profefle againft ) of holding the Presbyterian 
CharcheS) or even the Parochiall Congregations of England^ 
to be no true Ohurches^and their Miniflery no true Minilleiy^ 
And thei^efori! cannot foyn with you either in this charge , or 
hi the grounds- AndMr«Co^^a»*iahis ff^^ of the Churches of 
Chrifi inNei^Englandy p. ill. amrms the mc^^e cannot but con'* 
edwe^ faith he^ the Cbttrchei of England were rightly gathered y and 
' planted according to the rule of the Gof^el^ &c. fo that aUthe ppork^ nof» 
it^fKt to mat^them Churches T^hith were none before ^ but to reduce 
Itndi^fioreihem to their primitive Infiitution. 

Your ground for itjbecaufe thej received Ordmathnfiom Bijhofsl 
or jram thofe ordained by Bijhops^ will not hold. For i* many 
cff the Minifters of the Congregationall way, were ordained 
by Bi(hops(aBd havcnot^aU of themxUfclaimed that Ordxv 
n^tibn^thoush perhaps fome hayO Unlefle therefore you will 
d^y all thole to be true Minifters or Presbyters, becaufe fo 
br^ained,you cannot urge this as a fufficient arguimnt againft 
the others, which may, notwithftanding fuch an ordination^ 
be true Minifters. And your felf, I fuppofe^ being fo ordained^ 
Will not think it any hindrance but that you may yet be a 
IPredcher oftheOo^ly'SL^fOii ftile yodr fclf 5 and ( if there be any 
true Presbyters at all) a true tresbjter. «. If this do not Hinder 
'but that they may be true Presbyters; though it fliould not be 
enough- to maft^ them fo, yet what more have your felf to 
'makeyou fiich j tliervwhat they^ have, or thofe of the Congre- 
gationall way who are not ordained anew? For if a Minifter 
may be a true Minifter nie^rly by kward ']gifts without any 
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outward Call,what hinders, but they may be fach, whom you 
cannot deny to be no way inferiour to yoqr felfekhcr in gifts 
or graces ^ Or, if Elcftion by a company of godly peribns con- 
fenting to choofe or accept a pcrfon (ib gifted) to be a Mini- 
ftcrtothem,may fervc without Ordination; ho qucfiion but 
many godly Presbyterian Miniftcrs, have had fach Eleftion, 
and generall approbation of the godly perfons within thdr 
charge, to be Paltors to them. 

And forihat great ado about proving a certainferpetuaB fep* 
fonaB Jerivatien offov^tr from the ApoftTes^ and lo, through the 
Antichrifiian Ci&i«rc6, without which you conceive they can be 
no true Minifters : Sir, you dobythat as much oppofe all Mi-« 
nifiry, as theirs. For' if it be neceflary to the efience of a MK 
nifter that there be fucti a fucceffive derivation of Power , then 
ic.doth as much concern the Congregational! Minifiers i and 
your felf too, to make it out ; and if it cannot bedone^ there 
can be no Miniilers at all : If it be not neceflari^ why is it in- 
lifted on ? they may be true Minifters notwlthftanding that 
there be no fuch fuccefiion. 

Secondly, by the fame Argument we muft rejeft our Bap- 
tifme; for how will it appear that thoie who baptised us were 
themfelves baptieed, more then that the(c who ordained Pre(^ 
byters are themfelves ordained sunledie we prove a iucceffion 
of Baptifme in the Antichrillian Aate : and if fo, then muft 
there be a PerpetuaB vifibilitj of a Churchy a truth of Church Mini^ 
fierj^ and ordinances ofjej'ui Chrifi in the Antichrifiian £'^^e,whlch 
is the great inconvenience yoi> feared: If there be need of a 
perpetuall fucce£on in the one, tliere is need in the other ^ and 
if it may be made out in the one, it may be made out in the 
other* And if your Argument be good againftthe one, it will 
be as good againft the other. 

But if your meaning be, that there is therefore, now no Mir 
nlftery, Baptifme, Ordinances, becaofe there hath not been a 
perpetuall lineall fucceffion as you fuppofe , and that for the 
famereafon there can be none for the time to come, for as 
much as we have no Commiflion now for perfons unbapiized 
to baptize others, and therefore (as you fay ) if the fitccefion be 
falfe and interrufted any n^bere^ if mufi needs be all falfe fivm fuch a 
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i' / foint whertthe fitfi batnuptim was made 5 1 fay^ if this be yoat 

" itMsaningjfpcak it out, that the world may have a full fight.ol 

that your new light 5 and that they cannot be Mr. Sahnn^^jhed 
Difciples, unleflc they will renounce , not their Miniftery onc- 
ly, or Epifcopall Ordination^ but their Baptifmc alfo, and all 
Church Ordinances, and that not onely for the prefcnt, but 
forever hereafter, till we have a new Chrift, or at Icaft new A« 
poftles to reftore it again. 

But you adde, their Ordination is Perfonall^ a^ thercfon 
muft be fucceflive, and their P^^avr tUrivedfiom dferfonaUand li 
neall fuccefftoUi and your opinion is, that there muft be no per/mm 
Ordination* 

But Sir, is not Baptifme perfonall, as well as Ordination 

and therefore doth as much require a perfonall fucccffion 

2. Is not the Ordination of Miniltcrs in the Congregational 

way as perfonall t yea in all wayes perfonall, as well as th 

Presbyteriansj whom yet you would appear oncly to oppofc 

Muft there not be ferfans ordaining^ znd perfins ordained /* do no 

c Aff w • ^^^ Diflenting Brethren, in the 7. Propolitions given in to th 

Ao'iwMOtte^ defignedto their fi 

Copy of a Re- veraB ^es by impofition of hands and /v^erjand this thcycal 

monf^. Ordination. But 3* neitherdo thofe diflenting Brethren^ no 

thofe from whom they dKTent, affi.m as you charge them,tha 

their potiperii derived from tbo(e that ordain them^ hat from Jefu 

Chrilr, who-ever the perlbns be by whom they be outwardl 

calloi. But it's like your meaning is, that there (houldben 

outward calling at all, that one is no more a Minilier then ar 

other, but as more or leflc gifted 5 and when you fpeak agahi 

making a difrinSion between Laity and Clergy^ you mean, betwei 

O^ers and others out of O^e. Yetyourfelfaddeby andby,th; 

men nuty L e Saints^ but notfenty or minifieriaUj Saints'ygood men^ k 

not good Presbytersyip' 2.15. which you muft mean either t 

Somey or oi All 'j if of tf//,tjien is there no Miniftery in the worl 

at all, (which I beleevc is your meaningO If, oifime onelyj 

ask what makes the difference between thofe that are Sain 

and Presbyters too, and thofe that are Saints but not Presb] 

ters ? And when you have told me, I am coiifident9 that tho 

whom you cenfure Oitmtrm Presbyters or Minifiers^mllQu Ics 
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many of them^ plead as good cvideacc ereti byybar ovfrn 
Rules, as your felf can. 

Youadde^pag. i6.noMgbCbnflj pramifi Utnon^ to ground a 
perpetHitj of Church and Chriflf^refince^yet mt ofbii fromifi made 
good to fiicb fartkular men : We accept your grant, f that there 
(hiiU therefore alwaycs be a Church with which Chrift will be 
pL efent ; you might have added, in bif Ordinances ; for it is fuch 
a prefence Chrift promifethj Your exception is frivolous5 for 
if you intend, that therefore no paccicular men may plead 
thatpromife; you conclude as much againft all Miniftery and 
all Ordinances wherefoever or by whomfoever adminiAred: 
Yea againft the Covenant of grace and falvation by Chrift, 
which is no more made to particular men, then the promtfes 
of Chrifts prefence in his Ordinances ^ yet particular men 
(though their names be not written particularly in the Scrip- 
ture) may apply the promiles to themfelves, and obtain (not- 
withftanaing thePapifts objeftions to the contrary,upon that 
ground which you here pretend) a certainty of falvation* 

You argue further pag. 3. from the Aflertions of the Aflem- 
hlyinthcir bumble advice^ as inconfiftent : Becaufe (fayyou^ 
they m:1mot»ledge the divme right to be in the CongregatimsUtrefbir 
tery , That this is the firfi and immediate fitbjeS of the VivitU' 
KightofPresbyteriey that thisu onely of Divine Right: and for 
this you feverall times cite thciv Humme Advice^^is i((omc fuch 
things were to be found there. But here,Sir, you muft give me 
leave to tell you^that you do moft groflely abufe the Anembly 
with manifeft untrnths^for there is no fuch thingto be found in 
their Humbk Advice^ which I have purpofely perufed upon this 
occafion.But fay you, Hop^ can thefe things fiand together , that Pi- 
vine Kight is in the Congrezationall Presbytery^ and yet that there is a 
ClapcaU ttlfvinciaU and Njtionall Presbytery? Very well , (accor- 
ding to their Principles) for why miy not the one be by Di- 
vine Right as well as the other? Thofe of the Congregational! 
way,oi\as you call thera)Independent$^aflert a Divine Right in 
a Congregationall Presbytery ^ and yet aflert withall ( in their wri- 
tings, and difcourfcs frequently ) that Synods are an huly Ordi- 
nance of God ; and yet do not think that they contradift thcm- 
felves:Your felf aflert that the Magifirate is nnqmfiionablj apower 
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tfCoA^ P^g*ii« ip« and cite fork JR^iff* ^3* (JJhefovpm tbaii 
grcy are ordained oj God) 2ndhy Magifirate, irappofeyoumeati: 
both Sj^eMfHumdJkbsrdiftate Q according to the diftini^on im- , 
plied i Pet> 2.13.14.) and hold both the one and the other to 
be an Ordinance of God ; yet mil any rationall man hold it a 
good exception gthat ifonebe a tower $fGodyOT Ordinance of God, 
thcrfore the other cannot be for But fay youjTHE Divine Right 
u in the CongregationallPresIyterieyaf they acknoppledge^hovir then 
can it be any where elfelAnd the Claffical^Proviacial^and Na- 
. tional Presbyteries are but TrttdentialandKnmane^fir mixed Judi-^ 
e^iMrc/.Sir^they acknowledge neither the one nor the othenthe 
nioft that they acknowledge in the congregational Presbytery 
is but A Vivine Rights viz-The fame that they aflert likewise to 
be elfewbere fas by their words appears) not the Divine Right ^ 
as if there were all) and none elfewhere. Much lefle do they 
acknowledge thenother to be but TrttdentialorHumam&e.'Sxit 
do as much afiert a Divine Right in the one as intheoth^n 

You adde, that the Congregational Presbitery is thejirfiand 
immediate Std}j^li^f theDivine Right 0/ Presbitery ^ at they tbemr 
felves ^kg(m>kdge:^iTjiAitjAo not acknowledge any fuch things 
but rather aflert the contrary : Produce any worasof theirs to 
that fenfcif you can. Though yet I will not deny that fonjte 
Presbyterians may be of that Judgement. 

You adde 9 Andnow t^hetherdo not their own princij^les control 
that pretended R ight they plead fir and Jet up\ a Presbitery^ of Charity 
and Pr3tdence^ever the Presbjtery in the particular Congregation^whicb 
they fay is enely of Divine Right* If their principles and afiertions 
were as you relate them^ you mighthayefomecaufe to fpeak 
ae you do, and to judge the Afiembly to be men of very little 
Reafon ; but if they be not fo> they may as well beleeve you to 
be a man of very little Trtah^ or Confdencey who fo Ifeldly aflert 
it* You tell uSfThe Presbytery ip the particular Ck)ngregation, 
They fay is onelj of Divine Right : Sir, where do they fay ^ that this 
onely is of Divine Right ? You cite in the Margin, See their Hum^ 
ble^ &e. to the Pari. Manufcr.faa.^. Sr, I have ften their Humble 
Advice^ and Ihave feen the 4th p. of it ; bt^t find not either in 
that pageorin any other, that tbUonelyU of Divpte Right. Th^t 
whicQ they aflert is tbi<. 
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^ , hUlarpfi$ll andagriiahle to the WordofG^dy that the Cbnrck 
h.gjvemedly feveraU forts of Jijjimbliesywbic^ Trtsbjteriei md 
Sjnodsi (^ AjfenAlmCof^€g(UWMllyClaflkaUyandSjno^calL 

TheScriphire doth holdout a fttsbjttry in a Ciairci&,( and this 
Presbytery they afterwards aflcrt may be over many Congre- 
gations. Ihrocripture doth boldfonky th^tmanj pdrticnlar Congro^ 
gations my be under one freslyteriaU Government : and tliis was 
allerted on ttiis ground » becauTe in the Serif ture we find it vcof 

Ihe Scripture doth alfo boldjout another fort ofAJJemblies for the 
Government of the Churchy hefides Clafficall and Congregational^ 
tfhicb vpe call Sjti$dicalU 

Ttiefe are their aiTertions in this point. And now let thtf 
Reado: judge thereby whether thrAflembly do ^SkxtyT^iot 
the Divines if in the Corgregationall Fresbjtery » and that tbi^ 
onelj is of Divine Rights and that others be but Presfyteries of 
Charity and?rudenceyhutFrudentiallMd Humane or mixed Judi' 
catures y or whether they do not as fully aflert theDiyine Right 
of the Clafficall and %nodicall Aflemblies as of the Congre- 
gatfonall. And thus J have anfwered according to their judge^ 
ment whom you mir^recite. 

Your next Argument, p. 3. tac^Howcan that Treshytety tfibofc 
conftitutim iffi queflionabley challenge fiich a Divine BJght ? Sir, we 
mufl: not grant, that nothing is of Divine Right but what to^. 
Mr. ^^/finj/ is unqueftionable : Forlbeleeve Baptifme to be of 
CHvine Right; yet I beleeve Mr. Saltmarfi doth not think it unr ^ 
quefiionable; but rather thinks ttierc ought to be no BaptifmQ, 
at all. 

Your exceptions aeainft their Presbyters becaufe ordained 
by BiihopS) as the Bimops4^.ere Presby ters,h^th been confider- 
cd before : And though that Ordination, fllould be uuli , yet 
you cannot alledge any thing which your felf tbiaks neceua- 
ry to make a man a Preacher ojf tbeGo^ely but that they have it. 

You zddt^Their Kuling Elders ( are ordained )lya pjn^r at 
^nefiionahleyviz»byalR$de or Ordinance of Parliament^ &c. notty 
that very Jpofiolical Scripture Kule or infiMim ofjefu^ Cbrijjtjlnf 
The Rule and Infiittition of xheir Ruling Elders^chey fetch not 
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?n my hearing) *not onely the Synodi are m holy Ordinance c/ 
God 9 but particularly oi tbk jijfMlj y that tbef btleeve tbis 
jljjembljji to be^ andlookj^ it m jiieb. But if your felfe thinke 
that neither this 9 nor any other either Sjnod or Trtslytcrjy 
may at all be accounted an Ordinance of God » or of Di- 
vine Rights becaufe (as your next exception is)they have not 
Apoflolicall and infallible gifts $ you maftnot thinke that 
either fresbjtmansov Independents can allow fuch PrincipIfS5 
as being equally deftruftive to both. But whether the AT- 
fembly beor be not an Ordinance of God 9 yet if the thing 
they adviie be an Ordinance of God^ it's never the worfe for 
beinfi (b advifed. 

Tne next exception againft thefe Presbyters , becaufe not 
immediately and infslliblj gifted as the Apofiles and frimitive 
'Elders tfiere I ftrikes as much againft all Minifterv and Ordi- 
nances in any Church-way whatever , except tbofe of Seek;* 
ersy alateOenerationnewftartup) which no age before thefe 
two or three laft yeares did ever know; Andtruely^ Sy the 
defcription your felf give of them^QnyourS'im^dp. 16. and 
what Principlesyou here aflert, I cannot judge you to be any 
other then one of them ; yea, of the grofler fort of Seehrs* 

Therefore (fay you) thefip'efent Presbyters Cyou fliould have, 
added) nor any others 01 what Church-way foeverj cannot 
challenge the fame Potior for CLtrcb Cenfures ; ( you may adde) or 
adminiftringany Church Ordinances) mtbotfii ttft fame Sfint 
giftingtbem^ andanoyntir^tbem tofiicba p^erah^ Admniftratp^ 
€n in the Chnrcb : which you interpret />• 5 • to be c0f ain trnfittu* 
tlms and praSiJes^ and not fallible ; apd p. i6« agifi "Divine and 
hfallibky and sigiinty ibid. They tfboipere Elders or Presbyters in 
the Churches &e. twe gifted Ij a Spirit rvhich tangfit the very £f 
fallible If^ord which it na» vrntten^ eir Seriptmrty andfo they did 
amfitmey adwjey ondcounJeH in tbeptace cf tUftmtten wordy &c. 

■ if therefore there may be no Presbytery or Elderflup now 
pleaded as of Divine Right) unlcfleTuch as b< as miramlmfly^ 
and infallibly gifted as the Apoffles were ^ or as the Papiflg 
pretend thdr Pope to be^ yea^ as the Seriftmt it filfe ; who 
<toth nof fee that this conclMes againft all Presbyteries^, all Go- 
vernments whatfoorerj ( as wdl as againft thou of die Pref> 
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fyterlan way ) for none can govcrne fo infallibly } againfl all 
Minifteriall Preaching (as well as ruling) for none can preach 
fo infallibly i againK all Baptiime ( either of Infants or of 
grown Chrifiians 9 ) and all Ordinances whatfoever , for 
none can adminifter them fo infallibly : ( tirhich is^ I beleeve, 
that which you aime at:) for no fiichtbingcan he faid of anj £/« 
derfhip or Fresiyteiyof men notp^ as your felfe acknowledged^ 
p. 16. Yea, againftall Magiftracy 9 eJ^c/V/^ intermedling in 
Church-affaires, as B^yXw, Tresbjtay^Chnrcb'Ordef^&c. from 
which you wholly exclude him, as having nothing to do ei^ 
cher to in)oyn, or punifli) in your Groans fir Liberty^ p. 17. 
19. Confid. i« ^ ror you there confine his power to bee 
onely fifarre m emcerms any good^ or kviB either of the Latp of Na^ 
tweyir of Nations. But will not allow it , or theTexts that af- 
fertit^ B.om. i3« 4- i- Tim; 2. 2. i Tet.2. 13, 14. to extend 
to a good or eviU purely ^iritnai^ and of metre Revelation in the 
Gofiel , St things ofGoj/ei light and J^jfiery , and notions of Here- 
fie and Schifme : and pervade him to l>c contented to iPalk^ only 
according to thofi general! Kules there laiddotm ( and thus expoun- 
ded) »o# VARING to draw bimfelfto revenge any misbeUefe of par^ 
ticnlar Scripture Myfieries I fircingeitberfide^ either for Tfresiytery^ 
Independengy or Baptifine : Which the G^Ubath no where tparr anted 
biminfieciaOy or in arr/cleere eonfemence todf. And not oncIy 
againft their medling with Church affaires, but againfl: their 
Authority in ciyill matters alfo. For the Magiftrate cannoc 
(either in EcdefiaOick or CiTill affaires ; aft fo Infallibly $ 
and yet fay you , They thai challenge a Divine Bight to thepovper 
theyaObj (as furely the -Magiftrate may, from Rom. 13. 4. 
I Fet.2. I3> i4«) fttnfi aBhy a dft m Vivine and Infallible as their 
right and power 'y But(fayyouj no Jkch thing can be affirmed cf Jny 
ilderfhip or tresbytery(^lzdd.e^ norofany Magiftrate or Senate) 
rf men now* . 

But I wonder you fliould adde that which foUoWes, that 
they oH^t to he content meerly with a mixed and partly prudentiall 
power ; "lefpecialljr feeing you direft it againft all chat plead 
for a Vivine Right in any way wbatfoever^ andyet have not 
an infallible Spirit , which you call ^pttuig npofa Government 
forChrifis which it not aBCbrifis. For is not this quite contrary 
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to what you do fo frequently infift upon , againft inter- 
pofingthe Civill Power? May not the Magiftrate c^mmmi 
the olferving of Chrifij Larvs ^ and punifii the breach of 
them^ (as in the place but now alleadgcd y) and yet may he 
now intermixe his ovfn^ prudence in makjng Lavpes't In your 
Gronej for liberty % Epifi, to Parliament: confid. 2. you are of 
opinion that in the Kingd^meofCbriJt no other Scepter fhould be 
lifted ftp but that golden one of his on^n^ &e. no other Porper Jhtuld 
rule 3 m other Scefter^ no otherLaw^ ^c. and cite to that purpoCe 
in the end of the Booke , fag. ^6. z large Teliimony of Matter 
Hiiterfordsy againfi the Jldagiflrates mcroaching on Chrifij Trerogar 
tive. And in your Smoa^ pag. 6o.6i. you have a large diC- 
courfe againft Prudence and Scripurt Conferences j Once let Prw 
dence open a deore^ andthenvpiUmoreofmancron'din then the Latp 
of Go a can keep out. — Jhat rvbich k not diredfrom Scripture *f /»- 
direS andrepuffiant. — - Nothingii agreable to the mil of Chrifij 
but the very wiUof Chrifi. — ' toothing w agreabte to hit will I ut what 
he wills , and every thing «" repugnant to hi^ will but what wills* 
Chrifis Kule oppofeth any tradition to the Commandements of God, 
&e. But if any thing of Prudence ii to be let in, tfyenfemething ofttar 
dition, &c. and much there to that purpofe. I wonder there- 
fore Ofyoubenowthefame man you were then) that you 
(hould perfwade them to be content with a mixt and partly prur 
dtntiallRtde, becauje of the mixture of their anointing, and gifts, 
that is , lecaufe they have not infallible gifts. 

But further 5 It is but your fuppomion^Cyouhavenoproofe 
for it) thatthcFriw/wcJE/^rj'wcreall i;i/tf//iWej much Icflc 
that the Scripture or written word of God, was but the Infiituti- 
onsy forms,and Rules of thefe Elderjhips. It's true that the Apo- 
ftles in writing and diftating of the Holy Scriptures,and fome 
other A£ts that were meerely Apofiolick , had an infallible 
afliftance of the Holy Ghoft 5 But wemuft not thinke that in 
all their A&B they were thus infallible j nay we know they did 
crre 5 -Peier was in an errour^ not only in denying his Matter 
three times (which perhaps you will fay , was before the re- 
ceiving of the Holy Ghoft) but long after, Oal. %. ( And Bar^ 
Tzj^^ drawn in to the famediffimulationj and for that error 
withftood to thefacci by Paul, verfii, t2, 13. hndPauUt^d/f 
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tiocb^ though he were in the rifffat, in the cafe of Circumcifi- 
on and the Law of A/^/E/ , ^Sir 15. yet they doe not reft in , 
his Apoftolick spirit 9 but (end to J fin^akm to have. the Con* 
troverfie adjudged ; And as for other Elders who were not 
ApoiUes, we have no intimation at all of their infallibiiityj 
no more then we h^ ve of the mfallibility of your felf^ or Mi« 
nitlers now : Yea, we arc fure they did^re , and ( fome oiF 
them) fall away 5 fornot oncly Judas proved aTraiterous 
Apoftl^^ but Vtmas afteiward forfook 9shI to imbrace the 
prefenc world : And Nicbolat the Deacon^ ^Hs y. (though or- /. 
dained by laying on the Apoftles bands 9 which you conceive 
to conferre an infallible gift of the holy Ghod) Is^ at leaft 
fuppofcd to be 9 the Author of the Hicolaitans which God 
hatcS) Kez;.' 2. And others that pretended to be Apofiles Kev. 
2. 2. came under try all and werefound lyers. 

Yea 9 ^aul and iamabas fo farre differed^ not onely in point 
of judgement) (in which they could not both fudge aright) 
but in matter of affeftion too^ that upon a hot contention a- 
bout a third pcrfon Jolm Mark^ for a former mifcarriage 
(who it ieem<^ was not infallib!e)diat thev parted the one from 
the other in diflikes ASs I5r39' in whic^ carriage they could 
not both be in the right : which partings you know(I belecve) 
that the diflenting Brethren make theirground of NonrCom* 
mmion of Churches , which is the high«ft cenfure they judge 
any Church for the greateft errour to be capable of s and 
therefore if thefe Apoftles did the one Non-Communicate the 
other, certainly the one or the other was in an errour. And 
fanl^ ABs 20. tells the 'Elders ofEpbefiu^ that even ofthnm- 
felves fhotdd fnenarife^ea^gperverje things ^ So that thefe El- 
ders of EphejM^ though Triwiitive Elders were not infallible. Yea 
the Angells of the feven Churches^^et/.a. ^ 3. had their errors; 
The Angel of the Church of EfbeftHy (the Elderfliip there) 
bad left their firfi leve^ Rev. 2. 4. and are threatned with remo* 
vail of the Candle-Itick unlefle they repent : And the like 
threatned to the Angel of the Church of Fergamm^ for. ha-' 
ving thefe that held the Doftrine of the NicBlaitans^ and die 
Doftrine of BJaam : And the Angel of the.Charch of Laodtr 
cea threatned to be^'ljpued outfop being neither hot nor cold; 
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tndfo ofthe reft. By all which appcares^ that neither the El- 
iiers nor the EideHMps were then ififaUible. 

And thereScMre, toteUusthat/i&rtw^ oftk Ga^llvrzs fart* 
fyinthegipofibofi Ekkrfiipry and that thofe Elderflups Sd 
eonfiitH$e^ adviji^ midcmnftll in theflaet of the lamtten Word 5 and 
that for any taajjmnejkebaftfpnr 4tfh0 did^ ie t^fitdown in tbt 
throne §f Scripture or very word ofGody and that a power, of Di- 
vine Rights {which yon fay the Magiftrace hath undoubted- 
ly) mthoHt a Jure andmfaUibh Sprit for ChHrcb-ctnfwtf^ or the 
txecutionofJucbafoTPer^ iito jojhjkd^ with the infal&le word or 
Serif twtt and to contra H the fire word of Tmth ly an Interfretatiom 
lejfe tbtnirtttb $ is little Icflfe then blafphemy : making the c^n- 
JHtHtionsy Advice and Conncells of tht Elders and ElderQiips 
then^ (for feme of which Chrift threatens to fpue them out o^ 
his mouth, to remove the CandleAick^&c. to be cqotU with 
the Scripture and written word of God j a nd to ha ve a Power 
to controU the pure word of Tmth. For if they had not fuch 
infallibility and fuch a Power then y they who aOTume the 
fame power which they did^ do not aflume this now. 

As for what you adde of Ordination, that the prefent Pref- 
byters are not ordained by Chrifi himfilfi^ by the ApoftUs^ pr 
fuch as immediately received their fotver from the Apofrks $ is 
but to delude the world, whom you would have to think that 
yon oneiy OTjpofe tbeprejent Preslytery » as yoii call it , but do 
indcedoppcrfe j//Pn?i^/f)7,(and indrai, all Church-Govern - 
ment that ever was^in any of the ages of the Church fince the 
Apofiles timesXor i79ffe are fo ordained; And whereas you add^ 
nor by afewerintheGmrebor Congregatim^ jfrecedingfacb a Ponder 
andaceonfaayingfttcbajpower^ as if you would approve or fuch 
an Ordination as' in u>me. Churches of the Congregationall 
way, is performed bj the People ; is but further to delude r 
For I ask you ferioufly^' whether you think fuch Presbyters 
rightly ordained , and to be of Divine Right? If fo^ then by 
your grounds, they muft have a Vhdne and infallible Gifty If not 
rightly ordained, then do you as much oppofe thofe of the 
Cmmgatumall way , yea^ and all of whatever wsj 5 as you doe 
diofe tor the trejeni Tretbjtiry: For the things which you fay are 
reqKifite to Presbyters by Divine Right) are not (you ac« 
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knowledgc^to belaid of unjr EUkrfiif w Tnshftpy ^tmn ndm^ta 
and though you here (eem to approve of fuch an Ordinatioib 
and fuch a power in the Churctijyet you know it is one of your 
exceptions againft Independency ( itt ja&r Smoal^ fag. lo.) 
That there u not fuch afon^radicoBj $r fitfidamentafy m the Cbnteh 
to tnalg Fafim and Elders, becattji there kfirft no fitch frMife in tin 
ward » bnt rather an Apofiolicall or MimfieriaB F&tver^ wbuh made 
or gathered Chttrchtrfirp^ net Churches them : And that which is cal^ 
led Ordination^ wm hj the Afofiles % and a fonder efiahlified in the 
"Bresbjterj^ not in the Churchy dsmeer Beleevers. So that fiiU your 
drift is to oppo(e all things^ and eftablifli nothing. 

Your I'aft Engine of oppc£ng a Dirine Right In Presby tery^ 
i^a fear leafi oB the tnagifiraej and State fomtr in the Kingdom and 
the Farliament of England maj faBwider their cogniinance y if thg aj^ 
fume a ftirit of judging and difitrning fins I and bam dangerottf tbii 
would he to the State^ Hiftmies mill jhem. But this is tmt the lan- 
guage of thofe Ezra. 4« againft the building of Jerofalem and 
the houfe of God init^ becaufe it was a rebtUkm aitie^ burtfidlto 
Kings and Trovinces^ and of tho(e againft Clirifl>^i^ 19* Be 
that maketbhimfelfa Kingfhud^h niamfi Cafar^ chough (he had 
told them before that aiiKing£fm mmnHaf thmmorld^ Buc 
yon who are elsewhere fo much againft c#m«i//re#^ confidtis^ 
mitbjlffh andbtoody humme frudenee and the mifdome of the Jkjb ; 
might have fp^red (uch an Argqment* If ( in your Groansyf oa 
do not think it fair for them to charge Sthifine on you , you 
fhould not here infinuate SediHon in tlicm: At leaftounlcfle your 
Hiftories which you (peak c^^ could have (hewed you that ei- 
ther the Presbiterians in frame » thoogh under a Popilh King> 
mthxAmSeotland^ inchc Netherlaadsy inCemvai orhiibB|e 
other places hiad dim imimiyled States and Countries* 

Again ^ yon are to tonfider that the qaefiion at prcfent in 
hand, is not about the powerof a Hackmall Aflembly»biitthe 
Congregationali Pre^y cede $ at leaft if that becrue which y oa 
afSrm fo conftdently ( p* j • aitddfcwere ) that the; f^ » timm 
mtij aVivine'Ra^. Forhfdiey holddiisonelytobecxDimie 
Right , then the IXvine Rteht wliich they plead for muft he 
ondy the Divine Rig^ of oie GongregadonaU^ nottheNati- 
oiiaU>PMlA>yterk« ^B^Uyjw^fisUmttUfNaiiiuMrfeH^ 
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tie ti^ coffiizanee efSMes^ iffifmingJEeclefisfikslfy at wull 4s otbiTs* 
Sir^n^iy idkfffgeegnizanee^yoii mean admonifbing cfaeni of their 
duty 9 andfliewing the danger of Gods difpleafure if they 
fail of it ; I grant that they may thus take notice of it : 
The Prophets did fo of old in the Kingdom of Ifrael^ and eve- 
ry Miniiler called to preach to one or boch Hou(es of Parli- 
ament) may and ought fo to do 3 for elfc were it a mockmgof 
God and of his Ordinances, co require his fervants to fpeak to 
them in his^Name, if they may not deliver his mcffage : If by 
iakhtgCofftizance^ you mean 5 cenfitringer excommunkatwg} you 
know i.thatthefubjedofthePedtion, and the Divine Right 
there pleaded , i$ not aboiit Eocccommunication at all,much lefle 
the Excommunicatiim^f a State 9 bat about k^pingfcandalotu apd 
ignorMtt perfins ^rom the Sacrament of the L,or£r Supper ; now 
States and Kingdoms , do not receive the Sacrament of the 
Lords Supper, but perfons5 and confequcntly States and King- 
doms are not debarred from it,but perlbns; and thus if a per- 
Ton that is member of fuch a State be unfit to be admitted , he 
may and ought to be kept away. 

2.Ifthequeftion had been about.Excommwnication(whicH 
isalfobfDiwfe 'Rights and fo aflerted by thefe Petitioner?, 
though notin that Petition 9 there being no occafion to fpeak 
of it there) yet you know that the Reformed Churches do 
not Esccommunicate Kingdoms 9 or Parliaments , but per- 
fons $ For if they (hould do fo» they (hould excommu- 
nicate the Innocent together with thel^ocent^ for a minor 
part may be wholly innocent of what by a ma)or part is over- 
ruled.'as for inftance^ the twelve Judges in the .Chequer charn^ 
her in the cafe of Shipmoney ^ are reputed to have given Judges 
ment for it, becau(e the major part was for it; yet had it been 
in^iiftice for that Court to have cenfiired all j( either EcclefiaiJi- 
idillyor civilly) when foo^ of tfafiiB (though not ama)or part) 
gavejudgemient againft it; norxlid the Parliament in that cafe 
cenfiire them all^but thofe onely who were offenders. Much 
lefleean it be imagined that a Parliament or Kingdom can be 
thefub)e£i:bfExcoBimunication:bficaure they:cannot be all 

Srefiimed noceht ; no&is the Parliament^ as a PadiamenTi.or ^ 
lagiftrate as a Magiftrate, a Church Member^ no motv then a 
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Magiftrate u% a Magiftrace is a Church Officer^ and therefore 
cannot as fuch be exconimunicated. But if thofc perfohs that 
be Members of Parliamcnt^bc^ in their pcrfon a I capacity, guil- 
tie of fuch crimes as may defe* ve excommunication 9 1 knoV7 
not that Chrift hath more exempted them from it,t hen he hath 
exempted other perfons. 3. Andladde withall, thatttiisis 
not a Tenet of the Presbyterians bnely, but of us all ^ whether 
Pi-esbyteriauj or Congrcgationalli For if a Member of Parlia- 
^ mcnt be a Member of an Independent or Ck>ngregationaIl 
Church ( as it is called) no queltion but they have the " fame 
powerorer him, that they have over th*; reftof the'Members. 
("Nay further, though the Presbytcrialis do not excommuni- 
cate Societies, but onely perfons, yet thofe of the Congrcga- 
tionall way do Nmrcommwticate not onely perfons , who arc 
tSeir own Members, but whole Societies and ChurchesJ And 
therefore that fear of e^c(7«iwi»»/Vii/i»g Parliaments and King^ 
doms, which you fpeak of, is but a bugbear. 

You conclude at laft, that rpben the Parliament U perftvaded of 

no Vivine Kight^ the AJfemhlj of a Divine Rights and the Viffenting 

irethren of another Vivine Rights ( you fliouTd have added. The 

Aui^baptifts of a third Divine Right, the Seekers of a fourth, 

the Papifts oft fifth,thc Jews of a fixth, the Turks of a feventh, 

&C-) the ro<g in to let the Farliament have their liberty ofConfcience to 

fettle no Vivine Right (nor is itdeiired', they are deiired onely to 

(cttlc the thing, not to fcttfe the Divine Rightof it)j;/e/ the 

^ AJfemhlj tonfe their Liberty in a Vivine Right^ f but this is that 

will not be granted, but they are required to a£l: thus, and not 

othertpifey which Independents can no more approve of in their 

Confciences then Presbyterians) and the other' Brethren at peace- 

ably to enjy thdr other Vivine Right : (you (hould have added, 

and fo for all the reft, every one to enjoy their own fuppofed 

Divine Right.) But iSir, what if it be the Parliaments Confci- 

encc, that they ought not to fuffer all thefe to enjoy and pra- 

/ftife their fuppWed Divine Rights,but think themfelves bound 

tofuopreflethem, orfome of them 5 muft the Parliament in 

ihi^ Straight (as you fpeak) e/yyf their Liberty ofConfiien e to 

fiippreflc them ? If not, tell us why all others muft be fuffcred 

to pradife according to their oj^n Confciences^thoigh cr4X)n> 
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bus'^ a nd yet the Parliament not to pradiife thus if it be their 
Confcicnce ? 

And thus much for your Ke^JJfTT/ 5 and the Principles or 
traded from them. 



I Come next to examine youf Inferences on the lafi Petition of 
the Ajfembly^ for Divine Right in their frefent treslyteryz 
Sir, they did not Petition for a Divine Right 3 that which they 
petitioned is thiS) and onlythis^ that the JeveraBElderJhifs may 
befufficientlj enabled to l^eep backfall fuch^ as are notorioujlj fiandalouf 
from the Sacrament oft he Lords Supper : And in this we all agree $ 
for this is a Tenent common to Presbyter tans SLnd Independents^ 
as they are called 3 yeamoreini^fteduponby the latter, Ihat 
thit pon?tr of k^epingftom the Lords Table all Ignorant^ andfiandalota 
perfins doth of "Divine Kight^ belong to the Elderfhip 5 and this (fay 
thofe of the Congrcgationall way) mthont appealer much Jeffe 
can they allow of the Commiffioners there proTided : but do 
in their Confciences fully beleeve them to be unlawfully and 
contrary to the word of God. And the Divine Right aflerced 
in the Petition, f net petitioned for J is no more but what both 
parties do agree in* 

K you objeft, that Independents have been greaj Promo- 
ters of thefc ComroiiEoners^ and plea ders fort hem ;&c.Icoa-i^ 
feffe fome of them , many of them y havefo 5 ( But I thank 
God, I am npcto anfwer for that.) This I know, that they 
cannot in their Congregations admit offuch Commiifioners 
to be Judges , to determine who (hall, and who fhall not, 
come to their Sacraments \ But how they can confent to the 
fettingupof what themfelves judge nnlawfuU, I know not; 
nor will I undertake to give an account, let thenvanfwer for 
themfelves ; perhaps it is according to their Liberty of Con*" 
fciencefotodo. But I proceed. ,m ^ 

T^it Preface ofthe Petition you omit, ai*d fay nothing to; 
wherein the Aflcmbly fhew, ^ That tb^ cannot bnt mrith joy 
^^ remember the marveiloufgoodnejji of Gody in callings and continue 
^^ ing thi4 Parliament^ in the time of thiiHations peate^ trouble and 
*^ danger^ and in makfffg it pngularlj ufefuU tofj^ards thefiving of 
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« thefe three Njttionfyfrjm the band J^e fff Tjri$fmjl sud Idolatry ^ kj 
<^ taking ojfmanfjok^s and burdevsy both in matters »f Religion 
^' andof CiviUGoverHfnent ^ by laying the foundations and begin!* 
^^ flings of a fofitive Reformation ^ andhy ingagingthit Kirgdomt 
^^ in thstfolemne andfacred Lea^e and Covenant^ vphich with our 
^* hands lifted up to the moft High God we have fjvom. And addc 
fll^thcr^ That ^ at they efieem themjilvesyaltpajes bound to acknow' 
^^ ledge tbefey and many other bleffings ^ which the God of Heaven 
^ ha^ made this Honourable F^liament^ hi0 Infiruments to convvf 
^^ untothefe poore Kjngdomes^ with all ^.Bionate tbankfuUneffe 
^* to Gad^ and to the Honourable Houfes^ jo they frofejje tbemfelves 
^^ the more obliged tberebj J tofhewaUaHive readineffe to promote alt 
^' the Commands of Farliamenty tending to Reformation of Religi^ 
*• dn\ and that nothing but'Confcience of their duty to Gid^ to the 
*^ farliament themfehes , and the Joules of the rejl of their Bre** 
*^ threntheFeopleoftheLordy could excufe in them any fiemiugbacl^ 
*^ wardnejfey to aS according to the Votes , and Ordinances of Tar' 
^^ liament leading thereunto* 

The next Part of the Petition 9 and that which you take 
notice of ^ contains the particulars wherein they defire rc- 
dreile5 asthinkingthemfelTesaggiieTed inthem, and being 
unfatisfied in their 'Confciences about them. viz. That the 
enumeration of Scand all 8 is yet defeftive; and the Com mif- 
fioners are Officers of which they cannot approve. ^^ Tet are 
" «7e (fay they) taottr grief conjlrained at thi^ time^ inaVHumi" 
/^ lity ondFaithfuluejjey to reprefint to the Honourable Houfis^ That 
•^ there it fiill a great defeU in the enumeration offcandalous fins 5 
^^ very m^myfeandalomfinSy ordinarily committed in aU places^ and 
" formerlyprejiutedby your Petitioners^ beingfiiU omitted. Which, 
' it's like^ they added) becaufeofthat afperfion call upon them 
abroad 5 as if they hadondy deiiredan indefinite power of 
keeping away fcandalous perifons, and had never givm in- 
fianceinany particulars^ or at teafl:, that they had not in- 
ftanced in any other then thole enumerated in the feverall 
Ordinances of Parliament » and that ifthey wouldiiavetn- 
ftanced in any other they fliould have been inserted. Thcnesct 
particular you repeat ^ *^ And tifat the Frovifion ofCommif- 
'" fionersto judge the fcandals net euumetated^ appeares t^ our Conr* 
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<* fdiHcef U ttfi c0ifrafytajbatwa]iofG(wemmem^nhicb Chrifi 
** hath affrinttdinhk Church. And then infer from it, Ibkt 
the jiffimbiy do frpfofe the Farliamtnt^ mi Qommijfumtrs to U far 
beler^theAdinifitrsand EJderfiip, in f^iriiuaU gifts anddifieming^ 
and that this is ^ to fet up the old dipinSion of Laitj and Clergy \ 
hut feeingtbe gifts (ofthcMiniftcrs and Magiftratcs) are net fi 
difiinUi you ask irfy the Offices jbaild he fi diJUnff. Sir, the 
Aflcmbly do fnppofc, and more then fupnoie f and others be- 
fidctheAflembly too) that MJnillersanclElderftiips may do 
fomething, which neither the Commiffioners nor rarliament, 
may do. That the Parliament and Commiffioners may noc 
adminifter the Word and Sacraments, is granted by all,(what 
ever become of Church-Cenfures 5 ) and it is as much grant- 
ed, that Minifters may : It's granted by a:ll (except Seekers) 
that Minifters may ordain Miniflers , but I never heard that a 
Parliament may ordain Miniilers : And yet this hath not been 
accounted hitherto a fetting the Minificr upon a higher firmt 
then the Magifirate, asyou now charge it : And why thouldic 
bethought more unreafonable, to fay the fame of Church- 
Cenfures? Forthofewho do ackqowledge Church-Cenfures 
at all , acknowledge that they are to be infiided by Church 
Officers , yet do not deny the Authority of the Parliament 
or Civ ill Magiftrate ; to whom the Sword is committed , but 
not the Keys. But, what ever become of Church-Cenfures, yet 
thedifiin^ion will remain flill (though not between Clergy 
and Laity, as you fpeak, yetj between Church- (Mficers , and 
other Church Members, and between Minifters and Magi- 
ftrates. For elfe you muft fay , that a Magiftrate by being a 
Magrftrate is made a Minifter , and a Minifter by being a Mi- 
nifter is made a Magiftrate ; and you can no more fay the oiie 
then the other. And if alike quefiion to that of yours , con- 
cerning a diAin&ionof Offices without a diftin£tion of Gifts, 
(as you fuppofe) fliould be put in another cafe ^ feeing the 
Gifts of a Jufticeof Peace, or a Judg^ are not fb diftinft h-om 
the Gifts of other men, why ffaould there be adiflindion of 
Office ? or, feeing the gifts of Parliament men are not fo di- 
ftind from the girts ofother men, why ibould their Office be 
diftinft? It would eafily be anfwered, thatitisnotGiJFts, but 
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Commiffion, and a lawfull Callii^ that makes a JuSice^ a 
Judge 9 a Parliament man ^ And in like manner^ not GiftSj 
but Commiffion froip Chrift^ and a lawfull Gall that makes a 
Mlnifter. 

You proceed next to their next words> ^^ InthaiUgiveth a 
*^ Power to judge of the fiimffe ofperfinstocometo the Sacraments^ 
^^ ttntojitch perfefi/ at our LordChriJi hath not given that, fonder unto* 
Againft which you ob)cft, 7hat the Magifitjae who is ttnaueftio' 
nably the power of Gid^ may tnore lawfully judge of fins ^ and Gi^^el 
Rules 5 then they who are a quefiionable Adiniftry and Elderjbip. 
But Sir. You cannot afBrmc this or that Magiftratc to be a 
Power of God, more then this or tha t Minifter : and Minifters 
Ondefinitely) are as much undoubtedly an ordinance of God 
as Magiftrates. 2. Though the Magiftrate be unquellionably a 
Power ofGjdyonda Judge ofjgpodand evilly yet he is not unqucfli-* 
onably a Judge offins^ ondGof^tl Kules^ for your felf^queAion it, 
yea deny it/m the places even now alledged out of your Groans 
for Liberty yp.iy^iiyi 9. where you confine the Good and evil of 
which he is Judge, onely to what is good or evill of the Law_ of 
Nature or Nations^ and exclude him from medling with a good or 
eviB purely jpiritujtlytnd of meer revelation in the G»^el^2nd amongfl: 
thefe y OM reckon things ofGajpel Light and Myfiery^ and Notions of 
Herejk and Schifme^ particulars ofTrvth and Herefie-y the five 
rail wayesof prMifes in things of outward cognizance andOrder^ as 
Bjptifme , Church Order^ f^c. Gofptl A^fieries, fuch as Presbyterjy " 
Independetiiyy orBaptifme^(jQVLVoX^t as well have added 3 the 
L:irds Supper 5 ) the misbeliefe of fuch particular Scripture Myfte:* 
ries 5 and in generall things ^fjpirituall cognizance : in thefe things 
you would not have him V^KE tointerpofehis power, as be- 
ing that which the G.jpd hath nowhere warranted himin ^ecioB^ 
or in any cleare confequence to do'^ and fuch z latitude of interpret 
tation of the generall Rules in the Go^el concerning Magifiracy^ 
(^Rom. 13. 4.1 7im.2.2. 1 Pf^ 2. 13,^14.) as to extend it to. 
things ofthis nature, you cannot apprpve of. And in the E;^]^: 
you would have no Scepter Uftedup in Chrifis Kif^domcj but that 
golden one of bis own : And therefore the Magiftrate, accordit^ 
to your Principles is not in thefe things an unquefiionable power 
ofGjd* Nay further; if your other Principle be good Qtkat 
. D 3 tbej 
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they r^ho challenge a Vivlm 'Right to the power they a& hjy mufi aH bj '' 
a gift as Viviite and infallible as their right andpoiper^\\c will not be 
an unquifiionable power of Gjd in any thing ; For if in any thing 
he bt wjquefiionably a poTVcr of Godi or ordained by God;,hc mull 
therein aft by a gift Hn^uefiinablj "Divine and infMhh: which 
feeing he cannot do, he muft, by your Principles, difclaimc 
2inyI>iviaeKight at all to the power he afts by, cither in Ec-- 
. clefiafticall or Civill affaires, and muft no longer pretend to 
be a poxper ofGed^ or Ordinance of Godji\\\ he can attain at fuc h . 
infaUibU Gifts. And now how good a friend you arc to the 
Magiftrate, when you do (intcrmes) deny his power in all 
things of SpirituaO cognizance , aifd (by confequencc^in things 
of a Civill cognizance too$ is eafic to fee. But^Sir, a s I doubt not 
to allow the Magiftrate a power , (which you would not have 
him VAKE to take, ) notwithftanditig that you think ic que^ 
ftionahk'^ fo neither do I doiibt, but that Minifters and Eider- 
(hips may in thefedayes be the A^iniflry./trJ FJdeJInp of Jejinr 
Chriji^ though it be to you ^eftionah-c For hi every thing 
mutt be prcfcntly Difclaimed^ as foonc a*^ Mr. S dtmcujh begins 
to think it ^Hefiionable, we fliall foon bilng Ueligon to a nar- 
row compaflc. 

The next words of the Petition f„^wi/r,ytf luyeth upon ma 
^^neceffitie of admitting fome fc^ndalous perfon tJ the Sacrament 
^^ even after convi£tion before the Elderfhip 5 ) you fay nothing tO; 
but proceed to repeat thofc that follow, ^*-4//e/f(7 befo differing . 
^'from all example of the bejl reformed Churches^ and Jnch a reallhifr- 
^^dranceto thebrinpngthe Churches of God in the three kingdoms 
^^ to the neerefl conjunSion and Vniformity , and in all thefe re-^ 

^^ fpeQs fo dijagreeable to our Covenant^ that voe dare notpra^ 
^ ctife according to that provifion. And from hence you infer, Thap^ 
if all do not beleeve as one beleeves^ it is pretended^ that all are in breach 
of Cwenant :No Sir ^ you cannot infer fomuch 5 but this you 

" may infer , That thofewho do not endeavour to bring the Churphes of 
God in the three Kingdoms tothe'nearefiConjunSli^nandVniformity^ 
are in a bre ich of Covenant ; ( ana this caimot be denyed, for 
it is the very Letter of the Covenant) arid thcrfore they con- 
ceiving this (as they affirm ^ to b« a reall hinderanct to that 
which they had covenanted to endeavour, conceived them- 
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fcl vcs bound to petition the removail of it. And you who ( iij 

your Smokiy(^c. p. 24,. 25, 26. In yowv Argument fromtbtCtr 
vmant fffr Liberty ef Confcunce^ allow the Magiftrate to be ihc 
Interpreter of the Covenant, in things of Morally Civilly or ft* 
cular cognizance only y and do exclude his interpretation in 
Go^ellmyfieriesy in things immediately Divine andfiiritualh and 
hold that in the things ofGodyin all tbi'/gs offiiritftalleofftizaneey 
Of every Scripture 'Truth y or Truth in the xpord u y there i s no other 
Judge and Interpreter to each mans Confcicnce y but the Lord 
JefuSy andtbe Spirit of JefufChrijl'y gmd thsit each man ftanding 
ingagedinhi^ ovtmparticnlary and in his own proper Conjeience by a 
Covenant recommended and impofidy each is botind to bring forth the 
Evidences of their Confciences inparticidary concerning this to which 
they are covenimted 5 and every one fiands ^ound by their onme fri-' 
vate Confciences to reveale to the State y what their Confciences inter- 
frcty &c. I fay, you who hold thuss cannot blame the Aflcm- 
bly for revealing to the Parliament y that thisprovifionofCom^ 
m'lfjioKers^^c. appeares to their ConfcienceSy to be ^"^ a reall hinde* 
ranee to the bringing of the Churches of God in the three Kingdomei 
to the vearejl conjwMion and wiiformity* Efpecially when they 
fay withal), not only that thinke it in their Confcience thus 
to be, but alfo that they dare not in Confcience hold their 
peaces as appeares in the following words, ^ Andwtdoevi^ 
^f dently forejeey thatJkchCommiJpjnerswiU netonelyhe offehfive to 
" the Reformed Chttrches abroad y bttt a difcouragement tothojea* 
^^ mongfi our {elves y who either are or fhall be chofen Elders y and a 
^^ jiumbling block to very rnanj of our befty andmoft confcientiouspeo^ 
^^ pie 5 who have long waited for Reformation y and are in danger to 
" becajluponthefnare of feparatiov y and no way left to reduce themy 
** or others whd are already fallen into it : Infmuch as we cannot for^ 
^^ heare to prafejfe our fear es ofGodsfaddif^leafure if this fhould be 
^* continued y and the jfffi imputation of Jinne uiito uty if we who 
*^ have been held worthy by the Honottrable Honfesy to be calledto 
*^ give them advife in matters of Keligiony jhould altogether hold our 
peace at this /ime.But why the word Vniformity fliould fo much 
difpleafe, asitfeemesit doth, I cannot tell 5 There is a Uni- 
formity m the Congregationall way in New-Englandy as well as 
fn the frUbyteriall way in Scotland-y and to what you fay > that 

the 



cc 



(»4) 

the Uniformity in tkc Covenant is the Vnifarmlty ivitb therford^ 
not with one another 5 That le is a Uniformity vpitb the vpord is ve- 
ry tnic 5 but why not with one amther'i Surely if we rouft in- 
dcavour to bring all to a Uniformisy with the word 9 the 
other is included 5 for if all be Uniforme to the wordjand the 
word unifornie to it felfe^ there will be a Uniformity one 
with another. But the thing you plead for, is not that every 
one (hould be unifornie to the word, but that every one (hould 
follow their own way 5 telling us^that Vnitj in the Spirit mak^s 
Hp *VnifoTmity in tl?e Letter ^ that Communion in *Vnity id a glorivfts 
juPplement to the rent ofVnifirmiijy p. 12. ip and thereupon 
like not the prciTmg of the Covenant for Uniformity : As if 
when you had taken the Covenant, you had not covenanted 
to endeavour a Vniformity^ but to tndcdiy our fimetbinginfiead of 
Vniformity , as zglorieusfupple/nent for the want of it 5 and this 
fometbing , had been, a liberty fir every one to praSifi n>bat thej 
thought good: A principle which t)sic Congregationall Churches in 
NeriP'Englandy dir2iyoWy as well as the Tresbyterian Chttrchcs in 
France^ ocotland^ 2ind the Net her Jands^ 

The next words you touch at,are thofe in the Petitory part 
of the Petition, which runs thus, ^ Wherefore your Petitioners in 
** difcharge of their fidelity to God^ to his Churchydndtoyour Honours^ 
^ humbly pray ^ that thefeverall Elderpipjmay hefufficiently enabled 
** tokiefback^ jillfiich as are mtorioufly fcandalous from the Sacra^ 
^ ment of the Lords Supper. Hence youinferrc, thjt theyende^ 
vdur to raife up the iriterefl of the Elderjhip^ and Presbytery ^ into a di"^. 
JUnB^foUy and independent body aad ponder. No Sir, not a file and 
Independent P^rver^ for that is the great quedion between them 
and the diilenting Brethren , whether the power of particular 
Elderfhips be Independent : But they plead for ^ fuS^ciencj of 
Power^ to keep from the Sacrament all (candalous perfons; 
which is no more then (yea not fomuch z%) the Proteftant 
Churches in France do injoy under a Popifti King 5 nor more 
thctoChrifiian Churches praftifed botn under Chriftian, 
and Heathen Emperours : Nor more then every gathered 
Congregation amongfi us at this day, do taketothemfelves 
without asking leave, admitting to, and keeping from their 
Congregations whom they think good 5 you (hould not thcrc«- 
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fore cinder pretence of oppofing ibe Afleroblies Petition, caft 
dire upon your friends^ and all the godly party ; v(4io have 
many of them left the Churches of England^ and Communi- 
on with then)) meerly upon this ground yof mixt Commwjion. 
Yea^Sir, I wonder w ith what Conlcience you can oppoTe this 
as an unreafonable demand ; when your felfe do trequenc- 
ly (beak fo broadly againftthc Magiftrates power^ to inter- 
meddle, or ingage bis Sword in mM&rs of Religion^ things of 
l^orjhipy ipgimcnl^rsof ScriftureTrftthy Baptijmey Church' Of 
defy &c. which for my part,! dare not do,becaufe I doubt not 
of the Magiftratcs power to interpofc his Civill Authority : 
Nor do they whom you here tax for craving too much $ who 
in cxprcffc terms afcribc it to him: And thofc whom you 
would perhaps be thought to plead for (though indeed you 
plead againftthem) the diflenting Brethren, who in their 
AfologeticaU Narration^f. 1 9. profeffc themfelves ta give to the 
Civill Magifirate^ as much ^ and(afthej/thinlQmarey tbentbefritr' 
ciples of the PreshyteriaU Government mBJiiffer them to yield* And 
therefore neither one nor other can approve of the Anti-Ma- 
giftraticall Tenets , in denying the Magiflrate not onely a 
power of Ecclcfiafticall, but of Civill Ccnfurcs too, in mat- 
ters of Go^el Truths , and of SpirituaU cognizance : though 
both the one, and the other, beleeve that to be due to the EI-* 
der(b]ps, which is here asked; and your (elfe (according to 
your Principles^ muft fay, the Magiftrate hath nothing to do 
with it* 

You infcrrc further 5 that Tetitioning a ponder from the State to 
compleat'i and make up onElderfiipy doth^eitber imply an EccUfiafiir 
caUtOTferin the State (for the State cat^not give what it felfe hath 
not ) or elfe^tii a meer contradidion to pray for that from the State 
ffhichit cannot pve. But your inference will not hold: They 
ask not of the &ate an Ecclefiafiicallpmerjbut a Liberty to exercije 
hat Power, which ( they fay here) they receive from other 
hands, by IXvine Right,and the appointment of Jcfus Chrifi; 
and this is ijo more then the Sute nfay give, though yet they 
have not that themfelves : the State may, and doth authorize 
and enable ( by their Civill Authority) a Miniftcr to preach 
the word, and adminifier the Sacraments in their Domini- 
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ons ; but doth not give him that EcckfijtfticaU Power txrhere*]^ -^ 
byheisa MlnifteTf but only a Liberty to exercifethat pow" 
cr which he received in his Ordination. W hen your feUe, by 
the Cammhtee fir plundered MinijierSyVrsiS ^ut into t\it Sequeftra" 
tim ef ttrafied i you were by them enabled and authorized to 
Officiate there 9 and all required to permit yeu fo to do ^ yet 
this was not an Ecclefiafficall but a Civill power which ihe7 
exerciicd y in giving you leave ^ to exercife an EcclenarticalL 
Power ( of adminifliring the word and SacramentsO which 
Eccleiiaiticall Power though they might give you leave to cx- 
ercife^ (fuppofingyou then to be a Miniftcr, for you had 
notthendiiclaimedyour Ordination) yet bad not power to 
e)cerci(cit themfelves* And fo when you afterwards obtained 
an Order from the Committee of Examinations , to keep a Le- 
dure at a place neare adjoyning. A King by his Foliticalll?oW'' 
er may authorizeandenableaMaflier^aFather^ a Husband! 
coexercife their refpeSive VomefiicaU duties^ which himfelfc 
(though he may give them leave to do it) may not do. ' And 
fo he may as a Magiftrate give leave to another^ to exercife his ' 
Minifteriall power; though yet he can neither make hinia 
Minifter, nor exercife that power himfclf. And if the State 
with us (hould give leave, and authorize Churches of the 
Congregational! way toexerdfe their own way^ according 
to their own judgements, they would not rcfufe to accept of 
it ; nor yet think that they did thereby make the ^ta te power 
to be Ecclefiafticall. 

From their next words (^^ Ofvohich mnmfl (as firmerly we . 
^ have dene) fay eocpnffelj^ It belongs unto them bj Divine Kight^ 
" sndbythenfiUand appointment of JefusChriJt. Which •ffptth help 
^ of fuptriour Affemblies in cafes of Appeale^ or in Mal-admini-- 
^ f rations therein y mil ^evefit (through the blejjmgof God) all the 
^^ fearedinconvenieneeSyic^inftrvCyThattheFres^teryandElder^ 
fiip of aCongregation ii of Divine Kight. Their word was Elder-* 
pips ; and no q ueilion but the Aflembly holds Elderfliips to be 
of Kvinc Right i and fo do you too,if you be of the Congrega- 
tionall way. 

But yon inferre further. That this Divine Right is perfiQed 
and con^leated , by that tphicb U not of pure Divine 'Right as it» 
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felfe^ VIZ' Suf^riour Jj^mblies* ^ffhztjoa mtUi by ferfeScdsmd 
cemfhdUd^ I cannot tell; but that they may receive help from 
SuperiourAfleniblies, (which is all the Petition aflerts) is 
without Concroverfie in the Judgement^ both of Presbyteri- 
ans and Independents : who both agree> that Synods sre an Or' 
dinsnce of God h and that they may afford much help to infe- 
riour Presbyteries or Elderfliips. See Mr. Cottons Kgs of the 
Kingdonte of Heaven^cbaP. 6. per Mum : and the Epidle toit^ by 
Mr. 7h:Goedvpin, andMnZ^e^Witneffealfothe-^/o/^ge^Nir- 
rati p,2i. That it U dmofi abborrid Maxime^ that any Religion bath 
ever made profefftm of^ and therefore of att other the moji contradiSo^ 
rj^ and difhonourable unto that ofChrifiianity 5 that a Jingle and 
psrticular ficiety of men^ profejfing the nameofChrifi^ and pretest 
ding to be endov^edrpith a p<wer from Cbrifi to jndge them that are 
of the fame body and Society mtb themfelves y fiould further or*' 
rogate unto themfelves an exemption from giving Aceotmt, or being 
Cenfurablebyany other^ either Chriftian Magifirateahofve them ^ or 
neighbonr Churches about them* And whofoever fliall penile the 
feverall Ufesof Synods mentioned by Mr. C<;//^in his Ke^e/ 
of the Kingdonte of Heaven^ and publiuied by two of thofe Bre- 
thren the Apologifls ; cannot doubt) but that in their Opini- 
nions^Synods may be very helpfull to Elderfliips: And when 
both by Mv£ottonyznA by the Diflendng Brethren^Synods are 
owned and aflerted to \k an Ordinance ofGod^ I know no reafbn 
why you (hould not judge them of Jf/urf Vivine Right as the 
other. For though they do not beleeve , that a Synod may ex^ 
communicate^ yet they never make quefiion^ but that a Synodic 
an holy Ordinance of God* Nor do I well underfiand your mean- 
ing in thofe words ; that the Synod 94 not of as pure Vrvifie 
Right as the Elderihip : You cannot aflert it a s your own Judfe^ 
menty for, I beleeve, you do not hold either of them to be of Di- 
vine Right : Nor can you mean it of the Affemblies Judgement ^ 
for they affirm, that both arc of Kvine Right. And there- 
fore, what will become of of this Inference I cannot tell. 

You proceed to repeat their next words, ^^ Atidthe Magr 
** ^rate^ to wtbom rve proftjfe the Qimrcb to he accountable for ihir 
^* proceedings in aB their Etder^ipj^ and Church AJjimbliess and 
^ f^^fi^l^ h ^^^ ^i^h CiviUCenfures for their mijcarriages, may 

E 2 W 



^ he fi ahnndantfy fatUfied of the rigbieoujkejje and equity thereof ^ 
** tPefiillhope God mi incite the HmoHrabU Houfis withjkeb 
^ mfdome and zeal^ at hy thur Authority to flrenffbtn the hands of 
*^ hit Officers in their duties herein ^ and even to command them to 
** a9 zealonfy and faithfulfy therein. And your Petitioners y ^. 
Hence you interre 5 Ihat the Magijifate it neither over the Tresbj' 
ury 5 for Commlffioners are contrary to the word, nor under the PreS' 
bytery^ for the Presbytery it accountable to him : and inhere toflacebim 
bythii Petitionyou cannot tell. But fu rely Sir, you arc not fo ig- 
norant in this matter , as you would feeme to make your 
fclfe. You know that both th.e Presbyterian, and the Ctongrega-^ 
ritfw.^// Principles deny the Magiftrate to be a Church Offi:er, or 
to have Power to adminiftcr the If^crd, or Sacraments , or 
Church-Cenjures 9 and for this reafon cannot approve of the 
CommiflBoners 5 But do not deny him, as a Civill Officer, a 
power to exercife Civill Cenfures , upon EccleJiajUcall Perjont 
as well as others,even for their mifcarriages in their Eccleftafii'^ 
call Imployments : And this is that thePetition aflerts. Your telf, 
it's true, deny both,and allow the Magiftrate in GofieU Truths, 
and things of Sfirituall Cognizance , no power at all , either 
of Ecclefiafticall or Civill Genfure : but thofe you oppofe^ 
thoup^h they cannot grant to the Magiftrate the exercife of 
the Keys , yet they never denyed him the power of the 
St»ord. 

But you urge again,j^.2 1 (for you had faid it at leaft five or fix 
times in fubftance before) that they are butPretended Officers, 
Mimfkers Elders, that it is not aChurch in Uofpel-Order , that 
they muji prove the truth both of their very Churchy Minifiry, ondEl^ 
derfhip^ that the Magifiratemay more lav^fuUy rule then any other 
pretended Officer, Mintfier, or Elder, that thy cannot exclude the Ci^ 
viU Power from governing vpith them according to the unfound ConfH" 
tution of their Churches, &c. It feems then^that if their Churches 
were foundly conftitutcd , you allow an excluding of the Ci- 
vill Power. 2. I aske whether you think, that the Magiftrates 
exercifinp. Church Cenfures, do make the Church to be of a 
more found Conltitution ? and, iffo, laske by what Scrip* 
tnre you prove , that this is neceflfary to their found Conititu- 
tion. 3* Your opinion Js (if you remember what you have 
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faid formerly^ that) be the Condi tution {ound or unfonnd^ 
the Magiftrate is not to meddle at all with matters of Spiritar 
aB cogniz mce^vfith f articular s af Truth and Herefiey with Bjptifmey 
ChurJ? Order y &c. as before is (hewed. 4. They do not de- 
ny but that the Magiftrate majfrule amonft tkemy they do not 
exclude the Civillpoiver fiont governing ^ nay, they pofitively af- 
firmeitinthis Petition; oncly they fay, he (houlddo it by 
CivillCenfuresy nothy Church Cenfures -^ but your (elfe(asyou 
may remember) deny both the one and the other, 5. If you 
hadfaid) that becaufe the Conltitution of the Church is un- 
found 9 therefore there fliouldbc no admiiulHng of the word, 
the Sacraments or Church-Cenfures ac all, you had faid fome- 
thing, andfpoken like your felfe; but how doth it appeare 
that the MagiAratjC mutl do it^That the Magiftrate may punilh 
with civill Cenfures is very true ; but; ^hat he may do be their 
Confiitution found or unfound; but bow comes it to pafle 
that he hath thereby a power of Church Cenjnre more then he 
had before ? Hath Chrill hath faid that the Keys (hall be ufed 
in a found Church by the Mi iihlers and £Ider(hipS3 butinan 
unfound Church by the Magiftrate ^ that the word or Sacra-* 
ments (ball be adminiftrcd in a found Church by the Miai- 
fters, in an unfound Church by the Magiftrate? That in a 
found Church the Church Officers (hall excommunicate , but 
in an unfound Church the Magiftrate (halldoic? Ifhehave 
faid it, pray tell us the place, that we may know where, he 
hath faid it. But,doubtIe(Ie the Parliame^it of England doth 
not proceed upon this Principle, That becaufe the Churches 
of England ^rc no true Churches, and the MIniftry of England 
no true Miniftry , therefore they may not be truftcd with 
Church Cenfures : And therefore if you have nooftier ground 
to goe upon, you do not plead their caufe, nor will they own 
that Principle under what difguife (bever- And for the thing 
it felfc, whether they be tme Churches or no 5 you rauft bring 
abetter Argument to overthrow them, then what at prefent 
you infift upon QThatthej have not an. infallible Spirit^ unleile 
you mean at once to deny all Churches , Minifters , Ordi- 
nances^ that either are, or have been in the world (ince thcA- 
poftles time. And if that be your meanings you may do well 
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to fpcak it out , that the world may knoiv what you arc. 

VVhat you inlinuate in your Epiftlc, As if the Aflcmbly had 
intrenched upon the Priviledges of the Parliament^ or at leaft 
gone beyond their owne bounds ; Ihavcnotliing to fay to. 
1 am no Judge of the Aflcmblies Bounds , or the Parlia- 
ments Priviledges : neither do I undertake to defend it againll 
the Tarli.tmcnu but againft Mr. S ihmarfly -^ and that I think 
i$ fufficiently done. But what you complainc of afterwards^ 
thAtfi/jceTr:ftbb.''thl:jdits I -it in the rvorld tj/izc upon Vojces in 
^jfhvblicjy andSj,nodsy irbere that is only Truth which is zotcdfii 
andiijt Vi its t'nv/ (rlnry jf.'d e: idenc^ trbcre that if 07jly Truth fhjt rV 
/'' 5 the Jl'(' fiery >if hiiqiiiiy h.uh been more advanced ihcn ibt AJjfie>y 
of G.'dli?/ef^ ; is no complamtof the Allcniblies Exorbitancy, 
but of the being of Alleniblies : and ( by conftquence) againli 
the being of Senates or civil! Judicatures : For Ifliall not won- 
der to fee the fame pen fay as much of the Parliament, f^for 
there \v:*l be the fame reafon for both ) cfpeciilly if they Ihall 
do that Vv'lijvTh he would not have them P-^l{£ to do, that is, 
n:eliu!c with G ^d Trjiths^ particHlarsofTrttth urtdHtreficy Bap-* 
iij:/:- J C'rH'eh^O.dcr^ &d, or fuch Other things as hehithcx- 
en;pit\i not only from their EccUfiafiicaB^ but from their CiviB 
Ct./;;V. . LOO For the Parliaments voting a thing to be Truth, 
will : • ., nvjre make it a truth, if it be not fo in it felf , then the 
AfiTcn^biics voting it foto be. And perhaps he may intinic, 
^ for he doth not rcveale all his light at once) fiiy as much of 
jufi::^^ as he doth now of Iruih : that fihct julticc kuth bad its 
L'?t i.-i il- tvnrld to liz-e upon Vo\ces i?z Aficmhlies Mid Senates, 
n'hu\ tl'.n is .n-{'\Y.(\u\ty vifhichis voted jb\ a?idmtinits {•»'»/ ^lo^y 
rnr* nidcuq^^ rcierc that is /^,7/t/j Equity nkichis fo : the Jl-fjll^ry of 
Iniquity kitbb-:ca jdz\iriced^ &c^ For, that hitcni Piim:ij»]c ( />e- 
fjifp the niaj r part oj men arciiaugbi^ will Ici'vc hiiij in as good 
ftead for the one a s the other. 

And thus Ihuvedone with that other pai of" your licK>k, in 
examining what you fay againliUie Aircv.;L;iie& Petition. Of 
which Petition I mufc iHidethi^ lor a clofc, JiaL ihcre is np^ 
thin^? that 1 can find in it , but ;s fully tcr.onint to fhcPrin- 
tr'jks both of the Presbyterian , and the Cor-feitaatiOMalJ 
way : and what you aJkdfjc againff iijis cqtuUv acu.Mct'i- r 
to boih. ■ FINI& 
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